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REQUEST FOR ACTION ON SUPPLEMENTAL APPEAL PAPERS 
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PATENT ATTORNEY 



More than a year has passed since Applicant's filing of Supplemental Appeal Papers of 
February 10, 2004, and the US Patent Office has not issued an Office Action. Applicant requests a 
prompt and favorable Office Action. The history and the delays encountered are summarized 
below: 

Prosecution 

1. The USPTO mailed an Office Action on December 16, 2003, and the 
Applicant filed a Request for Reinstatement of Appeal, a Supplemental Appeal Brief and a $330.00 
filing fee (hereinafter, 'the Supplemental Appeal Papers") on February 10, 2004. 

2. Applicant contacted the Examiner by phone August 4-5, 2004 and discussed 1 j 
the non-response of the USPTO. Per the Examiner's suggestion, duplicates of the Supplemental ! I 
Appeal Papers were faxed to the Examiner on August 5, 2004. I I 

3. The USPTO did not issue an office action in response to Applicant's fax of \ i 
August 5, 2004, and Applicant faxed a status inquiry to the Patent Office on October 1 , 2004. 
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4. Applicant left a voice mail message for the Examiner on November 3, 2004 
asking for an estimate of a date when a response to Applicant's Supplemental Appeal Brief could 
be expected. 

5. The Patent Office did not issue a status report in response to Applicant's 
status inquiry, and the Applicant spoke with the Examiner on May 20, 2005, and mailed another 
status inquiry on March 23, 2005. 

6. The Patent Office did not issue a status report in response to Applicant's 
status inquiry, and the Applicant resent the Supplemental Appeal Papers and a letter by fax on June 
13,2005. 

7. The Patent Office did not issue an office action in response to the 
Supplemental Appeal papers that were resent on June 13, 2005, and Applicant faxed another status 
inquiry on July 22, 2005. There was no response. 

Request for Action on the Supplemental Appeal Papers 
Applicant requests that the Patent Office respond to Applicant's Supplemental 
Appeal Papers filed on February 10, 2004. The then-current filing fee of $330.00 was paid. The 
current fee for filing an appeal brief is $500.00. With this request, Applicant submits a check for the 
difference, $170.00. Prompt and favorable action are requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

WESTMAN, CHAMPLIN & KELLY, P.A. 

By: 

David C. Bohn, Reg. No. 32,015 
900 Second Avenue South, Suite 1400 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-3319 
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